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Pole production in the northern Rocky Mountain rae recovered 
slightly during 1955 after a record low in 1954. The annual pole produc- 
tion survey for 1955 shows that pole output increased 6 percent over 
the previous year. 


As usual, about half the poles produced are western redcedar. Over 
three-quarters of the annual pole crop comes from two species--western 
redcedar and lodgepole pine (table 1). Western larch and Douglas-fir are 
the only other species presently used for commercial poles, although 
small quantities of ponderosa pine poles were reported in earlier years. 


Table 1.--Number of poles produced in 1955 


: ort :Nor homey 
H Species : Montana : Idaho :Washington: 3 total 
Western redcedar 79,458 42,755 9,667 131,860 CL | 
Lodgepole pine 95,027 ¢) 0 95,027 52.26 
) Western larch 53,925 15,964 tg ae 61,688 20.95 
Douglas-fir 5, 828 au, 16 5,941 2.02 
Total 214,218 58,816 21,482 294,516 


Percent T2014 Tae t 7.29 100.00 


1/ The area includes Montana, all of Idaho north of the Salmon 
River, and the following counties of northeastern Washington: Ferry, 
Lincoln, Pend Oreille, Spokane, Stevens, and Whitman. 


2/ Sponsored by the Rocky Mountain Pole and Treating Association. 
All known pole producing companies were contacted by mail. Their cooper- 
ation is greatly appreciated. The production of those missed or who 
failed to report is believed to be less than 1 percent of the total 
production. 


Although western redcedar and lodgepole pine are the major pole 
species, all of the production increase during 1955 was due toa 
greater output of the two minor pole species. As table 2 shows, con- 
tinued production sags were recorded for both western redcedar and 
lodgepole pine, while western larch and Douglas-fir production increas- 
ed over 1954. 


While Douglas-fir had the largest percentage gain, increased 


western larch production was the real factor that.created the 6 percent 
increase in total production. 


Table 2.-~Percent change in 1955 pole production 


from previous year and peak production year 


Change from 


p peu ioe ay ey 
Western redcedar =-5 ~43 
Lodgepole pine -7 =75 
Western larch £67 a2 
Douglas-fir £674 -8 
Other 0 =100 

Total £6 -64 


Despite the slight production increase over the previous year, both 
1955 and 1954 had the lowest poie production records of any year since 
the survey was started in 1947 (table 3). 


Table 5.--Total poles produced in the northern Rocky Mountain area 


3 Species $ 
Year <:Western : Lodgepols =: Western ;:Douglas- 2 oboe 
sredcedar : pine Sieh telat Celnw ae stig © OtherL/ : 
1947 250,872 051,510 eel,990 6,473 Bi, ont 817,202 
1948 (yd ep oy) 138,099 GOnB19 5,419 804 447 ,986 
1949 2B Ow mliG 186,262 121,214 a A=10) = HOO ose 
1950 17,049 92,538 (ue oan 9,070 - 590,108 
1951 Alte yain rela 136,628 126,332 LOR aLG ~ 465,347 
1952 eae la: 104,621 Loa Ox: 19,049 ~ 494,152 
1953 US )aL aaah 128 , 5235 90,245 5) yl - 413,835 
1954 138,624 101,842 36,938 768 - 218,172 
L955 131,860 95,027 6i.,688 DE AL - 294,516 


—— = 


a ee 


Total 1,818,849 1,334,650 973,698 66,072 17,361 4,200,630 
Percent 43 32 23 2 2/ 100.00 


1/ Mostly pondeross pine 


2/ Less than 0.5 percent 


Banks 


In addition to the poles actually produced (grown and cut) in the 
northern Rocky Mountain area, additional poles are imported from Canada 
and the West Coast area of the United States and processed along with 
the locally grown poles. Tabie 4 indicates that Canada supplies most 
of the pole imports for the northern Rocky Mountain area. Ninety-five 
percent of all the 1955 imports were western redcedar and the remaining 
5 percent were western larch. 


Table 4.--Total 1955 processed pole production by source and species 


:Northern: :(West : :Percent 
Species c-> Rocky = Canada 27\Goast 2--Total.-: ‘of 

:Mountain: 3 : ; total 

Western redcedar 131,860 To,ave 54 205,206 55.20 

Lodgepole pine 95,Qe7 O O 95,027 Ab). OT 

Western larch 61,688 S71 26 fe) 65,413 V7 Je0 

Douglas-fir 5,941 0) @) 5,941 1.60 
Total 294,516 TT Oke 54 of. 587 

Percent 19 «ao PAG a ico pages © ALO 100.00 


Most of the poles grown in the northern Rocky Mountain area are 
processed within the area along with other imported poles. However, a 
small number of poles are shipped to processing yards in other areas. 
In 1955, these outside yards consumed 7,919 northern Rocky Mountain 
poles. This was 2.7 percent of the total 1955 pole production and they 
went largely to yards in Minnesota. 


Table 5 shows the classification of the 1955 northern Rocky Moun- 
tain pole production by species, length, and American Standards 
Association class. 


Table 5. -- Classification of 1955 pole production by species, A.S.A. class, 
and length. Northern Rocky Mountain area. 


Pole 3: A. S. A. Class 


feet Percent OL Trortvarl 


Western redcedar 


WS, 0009-10208. Ooh2nn (Ocdlr i e2ah3 an 2202 jun s63 ee deS2 cw ye eoO. Ol mms eee 
30 0.16 0.25 ,; 0.70 42.06) 3019) ohe23)) 5.04 70. uigns OnT Onna Omang 
35 O.13  O5h6 | 1.6 e599 Os8G (17-058) 9 hel (O-OLm mOLOr O 29.29 
10 0:36) 10473) 9 2.60 69k Sac. Oss ummOsel: 9) 0) O 16.76 
15 OnE ve MNO bye AsGyh) IRA TZ ls dla za) (CH ) 0 0) 0 9.36 
50 Och 2 22127 | 28292 Je O18 9) 0) ny) fo) 0 6.64 

1.68 in2 07... 0462 () ) On gee 

3.29 sh? Whe26'0 20.29 1223575 Seely LlcsInn 2030) ) lh sLOMOLOnMOOLO 


Lodgepole pine 


25 0.01 0.01 0.05 O14 ORS iako2 3.60) | Zoli eee Skip sl sO9 mst aS 
30 0.02 0.05 OlGOeak 2e39, Ocean Owe On Os O 21.46 
35 0.02 0.09 0.40 2.10 8.09 11.20 dohh 6) 8) O 27.34 
40 0.03 0.19 1.08 3.44 4.06 91256 0 0) 0 O 10.36 
45 0.03 0.26 ole G40 0.30 0.08 0) 0) 0 Ora e o689 
50 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.01 9) 0 0 0 0 0.10 

0.0 0.08 0.0 0.01 0) ) 0) ) O__0.20 

0.13 0.67 2092 7.70 54h 20.99 20.7 AL 89 


Western larch 


25 0.01 0.03 O203i, sei. 21 P15) 363h 3.45 Ose 1.00) 10527 se 
30 0.06 0.04 0.43 0.62 4.08 4.54 4.07 0.20 0.28 O 14.32 
35 0.04 0.31 SOL ge o9on dpe 35) OO 2.98 0.01 0 O 30.39 
40 0.27 0.73 aicoy le Jatt) BIO (3) etsy O41 0 0 O 25.14 
45 0.27 0.79 3.06. 3.92 O44 0.26 0) 0) 6) O 8.74 
50 0.10 0.52 0.67 0.47 0.05 0 0 0) 10) OG) pales 
BP) 1.91 Pal) 7 OAH! 0.01 0) 0) 0) 0 0 8.30 


All 2.66 Fede ADT 23561 (25585209 10594 1.02) 1528 POs 27aeo oe 


Douglas-fir 
25 0.02 0 OLO3 0714008 O2EWO320 O-19) 20202 NG 0508 GO | On7k 
30 0.15 0.18 0.49 0.84 VAC GIT / 2.93 OV A002 O 8.48 
35 0.08 0.34 Decha lOCSo wile Olen mick 1.48 0 0 O 34.88 
40 0.42 EGY) {cles V7 (0) 7.17 1.09 0 (0) (0) O 33.72 
45 0.07 0.91 SASL MS) ULAOley) WON 0 0 (@) O 8.68 
50 0.51 0.94 e2On Ores 0.14 0 0 (0) (@) O 43.30 
1 6 0.02 (0) (@) (0) (0) 0) 10520 
2 S06) UGH 2Nes2220) Wr e2eebe co Le39 he 2 0 100.00 
All species 
25 0.05 0.05 0.25 0.54 aS 202k 2.55 1.70 9.6350 Os35e 19.05 
30 Ocak 0.16 0, S Oss Bilt [haa 6.54 O.3 0.16 O 16.56 
35 0.09 0.34 thespd Ppl AOS F/ASH/ Wee) (OCO25 OL Ou O 29.08 
40 0.26 0.61 2078 7.04 5.36 ~6©0.75 0.08 0 (@) O 16.88 
45 0.27 0.74 Paydss Bish) O.89) Of 0 0 (@) O7.60 
50 0.29 0.81 batho bs/ hs) 0.12 (@) 0 (0) 0 O 4.06 
1 2 ) 0) 0 (0) Deo. 
2.3 Keb) bksse Aas PaCS) Albee « Be 2.0 9.80 0.35 100.00 


1/ Zero (0) indicates no production 


